IN THE DRAWINGS 

Figure 1 has been amended as indicated in red in the attached annotated marked-up 
drawing. A replacement sheet of Figure 1 is also attached. 
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REMARKS 



Claim 1 was rejected as anticipated by Takano, but Takano teaches a non-linear film, not a 
second order non-linear electro-optic effect film. The effect of the second order non-linear electro- 
optic effect is explained, for example, on page 4, starting at line 8. The cited reference is not the 
same thing as what is claimed. 

Therefore, reconsideration is requested. 

In view of these remarks, the application should now be in condition for allowance. 
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